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FREE-BOOLEAN INDEPENDENCE WITH AMALGAMATION

WEIHUA LIU AND PING ZHONG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we develop the notion of free-Boolean independence in an amalga-
mation setting. We construct free-Boolean cumulants and show that the vanishing of mixed
free-Boolean cumulants is equivalent to our free-Boolean independence with amalgamation. We
also provide a characterization of free-Boolean independence by conditions in terms of mixed
moments. In addition, we study free-Boolean independence over a C*-algebra and prove a

positivity property.

1. INTRODUCTION

Free probability theory is a probability theory that studies noncommutative random variables
with highest noncommutativity. This theory, due to Voiculescu, is based on the notion of free
independence which is an analogue of the classical independence. In [I§], Voiculescu generalized
his notion of free independence to free independence with amalgamation over an arbitrary alge-
bra in details. To be specific, moments of random variables are no longer scalar numbers but
elements from a given algebra. On the other aspect, Voiculescu started to study pairs of ran-
dom variables simultaneously thereby generalized the notion of free independence to a notion of
bi-free independence [19]. Further more, the notion of bi-free independence with amalgamation,
defined by Voiculescu [19], was fully developed in [2]. there are exactly two unital universal in-
dependence relations, namely Voiculescu’s free independence relation, the classical independence
relation [15]. It was mentioned that we would obtain more independence relations by decreasing
the number of axioms for universal products [8]. For instance, people introduced Boolean inde-
pendence [I7], monotone independence [10], conditionally independence [I] in various contexts.
Their operator-valued generalization were studied as well [9, 12 [13]. Recently, their correspond-
ing independence relations for pairs of random variables, analog of Voiculescu’s bi-free theory,
were introduced and studied [4], 3] [6]. Furthermore, the conditionally bi-free independence with
amalgamation is studied in [5].

In [8], the first-named author introduced a notion of mixed independence relations for pairs
of random variables, where random variables in different faces exhibit different kinds of noncom-
mutative independence. In particular, the combinatorics of free-Boolean independence relation
was fully developed. In this paper, we generalize the notion of free-Boolean independence to
an amalgamation setting. Relevant combinatorial tools are extended to study this new indepen-
dence. Beyond the corresponding combinatorial results, we address the positivity of free-Boolean
independence with amalgamation. Therefore, it is possible to study the relation in topological

probability spaces but not only algebraic probability spaces. For instance, we can study our
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free-Boolean independence with amalgamation over a C*-algebra, which is a suitable framework
to address some probabilistic questions. We plan to study probabilistic results such as operator-
valued infinitely divisible laws in a forthcoming paper.

The paper is organized as follows: Besides this introduction, in Section 2, we give the definition
of free-Boolean independence with amalgamation over an algebra. In Section 3, we review some
relevant combinatorial tools. In Section 4, we demonstrate that free-Boolean independence can
be characterized by the property of the vanishing of mixed free-Boolean cumulants. In Section 5,
we prove an operator-valued version of free-Boolean central limit law. In Section 6, we provide
an equivalent characterization of free-Boolean independence by certain moments-conditions. In

Section 7, we study the positivity property for free-Boolean independence relation.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

In this section, we give the motivation and the definition for free-Boolean independence relation

with amalgamation over an algebra.

Definition 2.1. A B-B-bimodule with a specified projection is a triple (X, /'%,p), where X is a
direct sum of B-B-bimodules X = B & Aof, and p : X — B is the projection

p(b@®n) =b.

Denote by L£(X) the algebra of linear operators with respect to the B-B-bimodule structure.
The expectation from L(X') onto B is the linear map Ez(yy : £L(X) — B defined by

Ezxy(a) = pla(lp ©0)).

We now recall the definition of the reduced free product of B-B-bimodules with specified
projections [16] 18]. Let {(X;, X, pi) biez be a family of B-B-bimodules with specified projections.
The reduce free product of {(Xj, /{’i,pi)}iez with amalgamation over B is defined to be the B-B-
bimodule with a specified projection (X, Qé,p), where X = B@® X and X is the B-B-bimodule
defined by

XO':@ @ XQ‘Z'I(X)B”'@BXO},L.
n>1i1#ioF Fin
For each ¢ € Z, we denote by
X(z‘):B@EB EB Xy, ®p - @p X,
n>1 i1 F#igF#Fin
i1
and let V; be the natural isomorphism of bimodules
Vi: X = X, ®p X(1).
For each i € Z, \; : L(&;) — L(X) is a unital homomorphism defined by

N(a) =V e DV;
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and 53; : L(X;) — L(X) is a linear map defined by
Bi(a) = PiXi(a) P,

where P, : X — B® XZ is the natural projection onto B & X, and vanishes on the other direct

summands.
Proposition 2.2. For any a € L(X;), we have P;\i(a) = X\i(a)F;.

Proof. Notice that the reduced free product X of B-B-bimodules with specified projections can
be decomposed as

X=Baox)ox!, whre X =FPried P X ez @,
J#i n>2 i1 AigF - Fin

The space B & X; is invariant under A\;(a) for any a € £(X;). We can check directly that the
space X/ is also invariant under \;(a) for any a € L£(X;) by the definition of \;. Hence the result
follows. 0

The preceding result implies the next corollary.
Corollary 2.3. The map f; : L(&X;) — L£(X) is a homomorphism.

Definition 2.4. A B-valued probability space is a pair (A, E) consisting of an algebra A over
B and an B-B-bimodule map E : A — B, i.e. a linear map such that

E(blabg) = blE(a)bg
for all a € A and by,by € B.

Definition 2.5. Let (A, E) be a B-valued probability space. A family of B-faces of A is a family
{(Ci, D;) }iez of (not necessarily unital) subalgebras of A such that C;, D; are B-B-bimodules
for each ¢ € Z. The family of B-faces {(C;, D;)}iez is said to be free-Boolean with amalgamation

over B if

e {C;|i € I} are unital algebras

e there are B-B-bimodules with specified projections {(Xj, X;, pi) biez such that there are
unital homomorphisms v; : C; — L(AX;), (not necessarily unital) homomorphisms ¢; :
D, — L(X;),

o Let (X, /f,p) be the reduce free product of {(Aj, /{/i,pi)}iez, so that the joint distribution
of the family {(Cj, D;)}iez in (A,E) is equal to the joint distribution of the family of
operators {(A;(7i(Cy)), Bi(6i(Di)) }iez in the probability space (L(X),Ez(x)). That is,

E gy (Aiy (Vir (€1))Biy (63, (d1)) - - Aiyy (i (€0)) Biy (8, (dn))) = E(crdy - - - cndy),

where ¢, € C;,,d € D;, ,1 <k <n.
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3. INTERVAL-NONCROSSING PARTITIONS

In this section, we review some combinatorial tools which will be used

to define operator-valued free-Boolean cumulants. We give a characterization of free-Boolean
independence with amalgamation thereby generalizes results in [8] to the operator-valued frame-
work. In noncommutative probability theory, non-crossing partitions are used in the combina-
torics of free probability and the interval partitions are used in the combinatorics of Boolean
independence. It turns out the partitions used in the combinatorics of free-Boolean indepen-
dence are so-called interval-noncrossing partitions introduced in [§]. All results without proof in

this section are taken from [§].

3.1. Interval-noncrossing partitions. Throughout this section, weletn € N, x : {1,--- ;n} —
{F,B}ande: {1, --- ,n} — Z, for some fixed index set Z. We will denote by [n] the set {1,--- ,n}
for n € N.

Definition 3.1. Let S be a linearly ordered set. A partition 7 of the set S consists of a collection
disjoint, nonempty sets {Vi,---,V,} whose union is S. The sets V1,--- , V), are called the blocks
of w. Given v1,v2 € S, we write v1 ~ vy if the two elements vy, vy are in the same block.

1. A partition 7 is called noncrossing if there is no quadruple (vq,ve,w;,ws) such that
vy < wyp < v < wa, v1,vs € Vi, and wy,we € Vi, where Vi, Vi are two disjoint blocks of
m. The set of all noncrossing partitions of [n] will be denoted by NC(n).

2. A block V; of 7 is called interval if for any v1,v9 € Vi and v1 < w < vg, we have w € V.
A partition 7 = {Vi,---,V,} is called an interval partition if all blocks V; are interval
blocks.

3. A block Vi of a partition 7 is said to be inner if there is another block V; € 7 and
v1,v9 € V; such that v1 < w < ve for all w € V. A block is outer if it is not inner.

4. Let € : [n] — Z. We denote by ker(e) the partition whose blocks are the sets w™!(i),i € Z.

5. Given two partitions ¢ and 7, we say o < 7 if each block of ¢ is contained in a block of
m. This relation is called the reversed refinement order.

6. We denote by 0,, the partition of [n] consists of n blocks and by 1, the partition of [n]

consists of exactly one block.

Definition 3.2. Let x : {1,--- ,n} — {F,B}. A partition m of [n] is said to be interval-
noncrossing with respect to x if m is noncrossing, and vy, v, w are in the same block whenever
v < w < v, v1 ~ ve and x(w) = B. We denote by INC(x) the set of all interval-noncrossing
partitions of the set {1,2,--- ,n} with respect to x.

Remark 3.3. The set INC(x) does not depend on the value of x at 1 and n. In particular,
when x~1(B) N [2,n — 1] = 0, we have INC(x) = NC(n).

For example, let x : {1,---,7} — {F, B} such that x~'(B) = {2,6,7}. Given two noncrossing
T = {{17 4}7 {2}7 {3}7 {57 7}7 {6}} and T2 = {{17 27 4}7 {3}7 {57 67 7}} of the set {17 T 7}7 then
71 € INC(x) and ma € INC(x). In pictures below, we use "e"to denote elements in x~'(F)
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and "o"to denote elements in x ' (B).

Lyl NN

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Diagram of 7. Diagram of .

Assume now Y 1(B)N[2,n—1] = {l1 < -+ < l;p_1} and set Iy = 0,1, = n. We denote by [l;,l;i+1]
the interval {l;,l; +1,--- ,l;4+1}. For each i = 1,--- ,m, we denote by «;(m) the restriction of 7
to the interval [I;_1,[;]. We also denote by () the restriction of 7 to the interval [l1,n] and
the restriction of y to the interval [I1,n]. Note that each a;(7) can be any noncrossing partition
of the set [l;_1,;], since there is no [;_1 < w < [; such that x(w) = B.

Proposition 3.4. Let o) : INC(x) — NC([1,11]) x INC(x') be defined by

and a: INC(x) = NC([1,11]) x NC([l1,12]) x -+ x NC([ly—1,n]) be defined by
a(ﬂ-) = (al(ﬂ-)f o 7am(ﬂ-))'

Then o) and « are isomorphisms of partial ordered sets. The set INC/(x) is a lattice with respect

to the reverse refinement order < on partitions.

We provide pictures below to illustrate the preceding proposition. Let n = 10, x~1(B) =
{1,3,7,8,9,10} and m = {{1,3,4,7},{2},{5,6},{9,8}, {10} } which is an interval-noncrossing of
the set {1,2,---,10} with respect to x as shown in the following diagram.

NUORSEREY

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Diagram of .

In the above diagram, lp = 1, [} = 3,lo = 7,l3 = 8,l4 = 9, I5 = 10. Therefore, a;(m) =

{131 {2}}, aa(m) = {{3,4,7},{5,6}}, as(m) = {{7},{8}}, au(m) = {{8,9}} and a;(7) =
{{9},{10}} are illustrated in the following diagrams:
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Proposition 3.5. Let 7 = {V1,---,V,} € INC(x) and let ¢ € NC(n) such that o < 7, ie.
each block of o is contained in a block of 7. Then o € INC(x) if and only if o|y, € INC(x|v,)
forall s=1,---,p.

Proposition 3.6. Let 7 = {Vi,--- ,V,} € INC(x). Denote by [0,, 7] the set of all o € INC(x)
such that ¢ < 7. Then

[0n, 7] = INC(x|v1) x --- x INC(x]y,)-

3.2. Mébius functions on interval-noncrossing partitions. One can define the convolution
for functions on the lattice following the standard procedure for partially ordered sets (see [14]).
Once the map y is fixed, the lattice structure of INC/(x) caputred from the lattice of the product
of noncrossing partitions according to the natural isomorphism described in Proposition B.41

Let x : {1,--- ,n} — {F, B}. Given two complex-valued functions defined on the set {(o, 7)|o, 7 €
INC(x),0 < 7}. The convolution of f and g is given by

frglom) = flo,p)g(p,m).

PEINC(x)
o<p<m

The delta function defined as follows:

5 (o, 7) 1, ifo=m,
o,m) = ,
e 0, otherwise.
We then define the zeta function by
1, ifo<m,

Cive(o, ) :{

0, otherwise.

and the Md&bius function puryce is the inverse of the zeta function in the following sense:
pInNe * CiNne = CINC * pINe = OINC-
We will use the following product formula in [7, Section 6].

Proposition 3.7. Let x : {1,--- ,n} = {F,B}, n={Vi,---,V,} € INC(x) and 0 € INC(x)
such that o < 7. Suppose that lp = 1,1, = n and x 1(B)N[2,n —1] = {l; < -+ < l;,_1}, then

—3

NINC(X)(Ua ) = NINC(XWZ.)(Uu ;)

-
Il
—

Il
s

pine(olv,, 1v,)

w
Il
-

pnc(oila;(Vs), 1a, )

Il
—
s

s
I
—_
]
Il
,_.
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where 0; = a;(0), m = a;(m), 1 <i <m and &;(Vs) is the restriction of V; to the set [l;_1,1;].
Corollary 3.8. Let m € INC(x) and V' € m. Denote by [0,,,n] = {0 € INC(x) : 0, <o <7},
and V' = {1,--- ;n}\V. Then,
[0, 7] 2 INC(x|v) x INC(x|V").
In particular, we have

pinc(o,m) = pine(olv, W) pine(olv, mlyr)

forc € INC(x) and o < 7.

4. VANISHING CUMULANTS CONDITION FOR FREE-BOOLEAN INDEPENDENCE

In this section, we introduce the notion of operator-valued free-Boolean cumulants for pairs of
random variables and give an alternative characterization of free-Boolean independence by using

the free-Boolean cumulants.

4.1. Free-Boolean cumulants. Let (A,E) be a B-valued probability space . Let ®™) be the
n-B-linear map from A®p - - ®p A to B defined as
—_———

n times
<I>(”)(a1,--- Lan) =E(ar - ay).

Then, for each noncrossing partition 7 € NC(n), we can write 71 = m U {V}, where V =
(I+1,142,--- 1+ s) is an interval block of 7 and m = 7 \ {V'}. We define an n-B-linear map
b, AR - ®p A — B recursively as follows:

———————

n times
(1) @W(ala"' 7an) - @Wl(ala"' 7al7q)(8)(al+17”’ 7al+s)al+s+17"’ 7an)'

For example, let 7 = {{1,5,8},{2, 3,4}, {6, 7}} be a noncrossing partition of {1, - ,8}. Then,
(a1, ,a8) = Py158),46,7y) (a1, E(azazas)as, as, a7, ag) = E(a1E(azazas)asE(asar)as).

Definition 4.1. Given any x : {1,---,n} — {F,B}, m € INC(x) and a tuple of elements
(a1, ,a,) in (A,E), the free-Boolean cumulant s, r is an n-B-linear map defined as follows:
K/Xﬂr(aly"' 7an) = Z MINC(O-77T)¢0'((117“' ,(In).

o<m
c€INC(x)

We start to show that the operator-valued free-Boolean cumulants have the following multi-

plicative property.

Theorem 4.2. Let m € INC(x) and aq,- - ,a, be noncommutative random variables in a B-
valued probability space (A, E). Suppose that V.= (I + 1,0l +2,--- ,l+ s) is an interval block of
7, then

K/Xﬂr(aly'” 7an) = K:X‘V’JTIV’ (alv"' 7al7"€x‘v,lv(al+17"' ,a[+5)a[+5+1,“‘ 7an)

K/x\vf,ﬂv, ((11, Ty (alﬁxh/,lv (al+17 t 7al+s))a Alys+1y " 7an)7
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where V! ={1,--- ;n}\ V.

Proof. For any o < m, 0 € INC(x), one can decompose it into a union of two interval-noncrossing
partitions o = o1 U g9, where 01 < 7|y, 01 € INC(x|y/) and o3 < 7|y = 1y, 02 € INC(x|v).
By Proposition 3.7 and Corollary B.8 we have

’%XJT(al?"' 7an) = Z NINC(O'aﬂ')(I)J(alf" 7an)
eI NO00
= > pne(o, )Py, (a1, an, Py (@11, Giys)Apsi, o 5 n)
crelojég(x)
= > mnc(alvmlv)pine(olv, 1v) g, (a1, -+ an, @y (@141, Glys) s, - 5 an)
UG}’]%(’}(X)
= <Z| pinc (o, mlv)pine (o2, 1)@, (a1, 5 a1, gy, (@141, -+ 5 Qrgs) sy, 5 an)
1<)y

o1€INC(x|yr)
02€INC(x|v)

= > wnc(onaly) g, (a1, a,
01§7T|V/
a1€INC(x|yr)
> pine(o9, 1v)@g) (a1, Grgs) Qs o 5 Gn)
02€INC(x|v)
= > pine (o, wly)@gp, (a1, s Kygy 1y (@11, 5 Glys)sssts -+ 5 an)
o1<7|y1
o1€INC(x|y1)
= /{X|V/77T‘V/ (ab s Al Ry 1y (al-‘rla e 7al+s)al+s+17 o 7an)-
The other part follows from the bi-module property. This finishes the proof. O
The preceding theorem shows that x, (a1, - ,ay) is completely determined by cumulant
functionals of the form ks, for m € Nand x": {1,--- ,m} — {F, B}.

Definition 4.3. Let {(A; 7, A; ) }icz be a family of pairs of B-faces of A in a B-valued prob-
ability space (A,E). We say that the family {(A; 7, A; B)}icz is combinatorially free-Boolean

independent with amalgamation over B if
K1, (@1, an) =0
whenever w : {1,--- .,n} = I, x : {1,--- ,n} = {F,B}, ax € Ay)r) and w is not a constant.

Proposition 4.4. Let {(A; 7, A; ) }icz be a family of pairs of B-faces in a B-valued probability
space (A,E). Then &, 1, has the following additivity property:

Kxdn (@11 4+ a1, a1 +a2n) = Ky 1, (@11, a10) + Ky, (@21, a2n)

whenever wi,ws @ [n] = {1,---,n} = I, x : {1,--- ,n} = {F,B}, a1x € Au,(k)x(k) 92k €
Ao (1) ,x (k) ad w1 ([n]) Nwa([n]) = 0.

Proof. By a direct calculation, we have

Ky, (01,1 +az1, - a1, +azn) = E R, 1o (@i 1577+ 5 Qi m)-
ily---i7le{172}
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Since {(A; r, Ai B) }icr are combinatorially free-Boolean independent, by Definition [4.3] we have

Kx,1n (aiLl’ T 7ain,n) =0

if i; # s, for some j,k € {1,--- ,n}. The result follows. O

Proposition 4.5. Let {(A; 7, AiB)}icz be a combinatorially free-Boolean independent family
of pairs of B-faces in a B-valued probability space (A,E). Assume that 7 = {V;,---,V,} €
INC(x). Then

I{Xﬂr(ala e ,(In) =0

whenever w : {1,--- ., n} = I, x : {1,--- ,n} = {F, B}, ar. € Ayx) ) and w is not a constant
on a block W of .

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on the number of blocks of 7.
When p = 1, then the statement follows from Definition £3l Suppose now that p > 1, let
V=(0+1,l42,---,l+ s) be an interval block of 7. By Proposition [£.2] we have

K‘X,T('(a17 T 7an) = x|yl ((11, T AL Ry y (aH—la t 7al+s)al+s+17 T 7an)7

where V' = {1,--- ,n} \ V. If w is not a constant on V, then Ky r(ai,--- ,a,) = 0. Otherwise,
w|y+ in not a constant on a block of 7|y. The statement follows from an induction argument. [J

4.2. Free-Boolean independence is equivalent to combinatorially free-Boolean inde-
pendence. In this subsection, we will prove that free-Boolean independence defined in Definition
is equivalent to the combinatorially free-Boolean independence given in Definition B3l We
will show that mixed moments are uniquely determined by lower order mixed moments in the
same way for both free-Boolean independence and combinatorially free-Boolean independence.

The proof for following result is essentially the same as the proof of in [I1, Proposition 10.6]
in free probability context and we thus leave the details to the reader. Applying Theorem [£.2]
we have the following result.

Lemma 4.6. Let x : {1,--- ,n} — {F,B} and a4, - , a,, be noncommutative random variables
in a B-valued probability space (A, E). Then

E(ay---a,) = Z Ky (@i -+ ap).

TeINC(x)

For combinatorially free-Boolean independent random variables, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.7. Let {(A; 7, A;i ) }icz be a family of combinatorially free-Boolean independent pairs
of B-faces in a B-valued probability space (A,E). Assume that ap € Ay k), where w :
{1,---,n}—=Z, x:{1,--- ,n} = {F,B}. Let e = ker(w). Then,

(%) E(a;---ay) = Z Z pinc(o,m) | @o(a1---ay).

c€INC(x) \ T€INC(x)
o<rm<e
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Proof. By Lemma [£.6] we have
E(al”’an) = Z Hx,ﬂ(al an)
TeINC(x)

For each m € INC(x), write its blocks as 7 = {Vi,---,V,}. Since {(A; 7, Ai)}iez are combi-
natorially free-Boolean independent, by Lemma .5 we have

Fym(ar - an) =0,
if w is not a constant on some block V; of m. In other words, Ky (a1, -+ ,an) # 0 only if w is a
constant on Vy for all s, which implies that V; is contained in a block of € for all s, i.e., m < e.
Therefore, we have

E(al an) = z K:X,ﬂ(ala"' 7an)
me€INC(x),m<e

- > Y. puncl(o,m)®s(ar, -, an)
m€INC(x),n<e \ c€INC(x)
o<m
= > > wpinel(om) | Polar, -, an).
c€INC(x) \ meINC(x)
o<rn<e
This finishes the proof. -

We now turn to consider the case that the family {(A; 7, A; B) }icz is free-Boolean independent
in (A, B,E) in the sense of Definition In what follows, we assume that ar € Ayk)x(k),
where w: {1,--- ,n} - I, x: {1,--- ,n} — {F,B}. Let € = ker(w), the kernel of w. Recall that
x'B)N[2,n—1] = {l1,--+ ,lm_1}. Let x1 (or €1) be the restriction of x (or €) to {1,--- ,11}
respectively. Let x| (or €]) be the restriction of x (or €) to the interval {l1,--- ,n} respectively.
We need to show that the the mixed moments E(ay - - a,) can be determined in the same way
as in Lemma [.7]

To this end, it is enough to consider the case that A = L(X), Air = \i(L(X;)) and A; g =
P\ (L(X;))P;, where {(Xi,/ﬁ, pi) bier 1s a family of vector spaces with specified vectors and
(X, X ,p) is the reduced free product of them.

We will prove the mixed moments formula (%) in Lemma [£.7] by induction on the number of
elements of x~1(B) N [2,n — 1].

Lemma 4.8. If x(n) = B, then there exists an operator T € Aun),F such that
E(a1 e an) = E(a1 tee an_lT).

Proof. If n € x~Y(B), then a, € Aum)B = Pom)Mom)(L(Xom))) Pom)- Assume that a, =
Pym)T Py for some T' € A, () (L(Xy(ny))- Then

ar-raplp =a1---an1 Py TPymlp=a1---Tlp=a1---ap,1T1p

since T'lp € Py,)X. Thus, the mixed moments are the same if we replace a,, by the element
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Lemma 4.9. If x(1) = B, then there exists an operator T' € Ay 7 such that
E(ay---a,) =E(Taz---ay).

Proof. If 1 € x~Y(B), then a; € Au)s = Po) o) (L(Xy)))Poy- Assume that a1 =
Py yT P,y for some T € Ay1)(L£(Xy(1))). Recall that p is the projection p : X — B. No-
tice that pF, 1) = p and

E(al s an) = pr(l)TPw(l)ag s anlg
= pr(l)TPw(l)ag s anlg
= pI'F,qyaz:--anlp
pTaz---apylp — pT'(lxy — Pyy)az - aylp,
where 1y is the identity operator in £(X’). Notice that

(1X_Pw(1)) raplp € @ X @@ @ Xoil @B - OB ‘X?zn

i#w(l n>2 \iy2iotin

and

@2%,-@69( fasy X°,~1®B---®32€°,~n>

iFw(1) n>2 \i1Fiz# - Fin
= Vo | X)) @B D X, op-0pd,
17027 Fin

i17w(1),n>1
Therefore, @ X; & P < P X, ®p--9p in> is an invariant subspace of T" and
ia(1) n>2 \ i1 iskin
pT(Ix — Pyy)az - anlp = p(Ix — Pyq))T(Ix — Poqy)az -+ anlp) =0,

where the last equality follows from the fact that p(Iy — Pw(l)) = (0. We thus proved that the
mixed moments E(aj - - - a,,) will be the same if we replace a; by the element T € A1) (L(Xy1)))-
0

We start with the following result.

Lemma 4.10. When |x~Y(B) N [2,n — 1]| = 0, we have

E(ay---a,) = Z Z urnc(o,m) | ®ola---ay).

oc€INC(x) \ TeINC(x)
o<rm<e
Proof. By Lemma @8 and 9, if ay € Ay(1),8 Or an € Ay (n),5, we may replace ay by T1 € A,y
and ap by Ty € Ay, 7, we still have

(p(al e an) = @(TlCLQ T an—lTQ)'
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Hence, when |[x~}(B) N [2,n — 1]| = 0, we may assume that T}, as,--- ,a,_1,T> are from the
left faces of algebras A, ) . Notice that the family {(A; 7)}iez is freely independent with
amalgamation in (A, E) (see [11], [16]), we have

E(a1 e an) = E(T1a2 cee an_ng)

Z HW(T17CL27”’ 7an—17T2)
meNC(n),m<e

= Z Z M(O-vﬂ-) <I>U(T17a27"' 7an—17T2)
ceNC(n) \ mTeNC(n)
o<m<e
= Z Z MINC(O-77T) (I)U(Tlva27"' yan—17T2)
c€INC(x) \ meINC(x)
o<m<e
= Z Z MINC(O-77T) ®U(a17a27”' 7an—17a2)7
c€INC(x) \ m€eINC(x)
o<rn<e

where we used the fact that INC(x) = NC(n) when |x~1(B)N[2,n —1]| = 0.

Now, we are now ready to prove our main theorem.

Theorem 4.11. Let {(A; 7, Ai B) }ier be a family of pairs of B-faces in a B-valued probability
space (A, E). The family {(A; 7, Ai B) }iez is free-Boolean independent with amalgamation over

B if and only if they are combinatorially free-Boolean independent with amalgamation over B.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that Equation () holds by assuming that {(A; r,A; ) }icz is free-
Boolean independent with amalgamation over B. When |x~}(B) N [2,n — 1]| = 0, it is Lemma
10 Assume now that Equation (%) in Lemma 7 holds whenever |y~ *(B)N[2,n—1]] < m—2.
We shall prove it holds when |[x~1(B)N[2,n —1]| =m —1. Set x 1(B) = {l1 <+ <ly_1} and
lo =11, =n.

Let A = ln_[ a;. Then A1(1p) € B® i’w(h). Since the range of 4;, is B&® )éw(ll), we can view

i=l
Ay B X,q,) = B® X, as a linear operator. In this way, A; is considered as an element in

)‘w(h)(ﬁ(‘)(w(h)))'
Apply the induction for the l1-tuple (a1, - ,a;,—1,A1). Recall that €; is the restriction of e

to the interval [1,;], we have

]E(al . an) — E(al . all—lAl)

2

( ) - Z Z M(O’l,ﬂ'l) q)O'l <a17”' 7al1—1A1>'

1 eNC([l1]) \ meNC([l1])
o1<e1 o1<m<e1

We now fix 01 € NC(l1),01 < €;. We shall express &, (al,--- ,all_1A1> according to the
definition given by (). We need to know how ®,, is decomposed. To this end, suppose that V is
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the block of o1 which contains the element [;. Denote that V' = {p1,p2,--- , pk, }, where pg, = ;.
Set Wi = [1,p1 — 1], Wo = [p1 + Lipo = 1], , Wi, = [pry—1 + Lipg, — 1] = [pgy—1 + L1 — 1]
(W; will be the empty set if p;—1 + 1 = p;), as illustrated in the picture below.

Note that I; & W; for all 1 <1 < ky, we have
(3)

o1 (alv T 7al1—17A1)

(1)01|Wk(a17"' 7al1_17A1)|Wk:| a;%) [(I)<T1|Wk1 (alv"' 7(111—1,A1)|Wk1:| Al}

k1—1 ¢
= E{( _(I)Ul|wk (ar,--- ,al1—1)‘Wk} apk> [CI>01|Wk1 (ay,--- 7‘111—1)\%1} Al}

_(1)01|WIc (ala tee 7al1—1)|Wk:| apk) [q)UﬂWkl ((11, tee 7a11—1)|Wk1:| ap, - 'am} .

k1 1
[ o1lw, (ay,--- ,all—l)‘Wk} apk> |:®01|Wk1 (ay,--- 7(111_1)‘%1} a;,. Notice

Denote by Ay = <
k=1
1+ 1,n—1]] = m —2 . We now apply the induction formula for the tu-

that [~ (B) [
ple (A2,a;, 41, - ,a,), recall that x’ is the restriction of x to the interval [l1,n] and € is the
restriction of € to the interval [l;,n], we deduce that

Doy (a1, s ay -1, A1) = E(A2ay, 1101, 42 -+ - an)
4
( ) = Z Z ,UIINC'(OJJT/) (I)U’(A27all+17al1+27”’ 7an)'
o eINC(') \ 7 eINC()
o' <n'<€
We now fix o’ € INC(x'),0" < €. We need to express @,/ (A2, a;, 41,0142, ,a,) according

to the definition given in (). To this end, suppose that V' is the block of ¢’ which contains
the element l;. Suppose that V' = {q1,q2, "+ ,qr,}, where ¢ = l3. Let W{ = [l1,q2 — 1],
Wy =lge+ 1,5 = 1,-- , W}, =gk, + 1,n] (Wj =0 if gj + 1 = gj11), as shown in the picture
below

Notice that I} & W]’ for all 1 < j < gg,, we apply the induction assumption to the tuple
(A2, ay, 41, a1, 42, -+ ,a,) to obtain the following:
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0" A27al1+17a11+27' 7an)
ko
{A o'l 1 A27a11+17 an)‘W{] <H Qqy, [(I)U’\W];(A%ah-l-h”’ 7an)‘Wé}>}
k=2
ko
B { i [0, (e canlg) (T on [Bonylansn, - anllug] )}
k=2

k1—1
E < H 01|W (a17 T 7a11—1)‘Wk} apk) [CI)01|Wk1 (ala T 7all—1)‘Wk1:|

ko
ar, |:q)o"|W{ (ar, 41, aan)’W{} (kH2aqk [(I)cr’\WI;(al1+1,-.. ,an)\W];D }

Recall that o () := (ay(r),a’(r)) defined in Proposition B4l Let o = o (01, 0"). We draw
the picture below to show the block V' € o1 and the block V' € g9 which contain I;.

Then,

®0"(A27 ah—l—la all+27 e 7an)
k1—1

= E{ < H [CI)01|Wk (ala"' 7all—1)‘Wk] apk) (I)Ul\wk (alv"' 7all—1)‘Wk

k=1
ko
ag, [‘I’ngi(alﬁla'“ 7an\w{)} <kl_[2aq;c '\W, (ary 41, 7an‘W];)>
= q>o’(a17"' ,(In).

Putting 2)), @), [), (B together, we have

E(al ... an)
= Z N(Ulvﬂ—l) cI)Ul <CL1,"' 7al1—1A1>-
c1ENC([l1]) \ meNC([l1])
o1<e1 o1<m <€l
= Z N(Ul?ﬂ—l) Z Z /’LINC(OJ77T/) ®0/(A27al1+17al1+27”'
c1eNC([l1]) \ meNC([l1]) o’€eINC(x') \ #'eINC(x')
sigmai <e€1 o1<m1<€1 o' <n'<¢
_ ’o
- 3 w(oy,m) > > urne(ol ) <I>a/171(01’0_,)(a17 L an)
c1eNC([l1]) \ meNC([l1]) o’€eINC(x') \ ©’eINC(X')
o1<€1 o1<mi<e1 o' <n'<¢

Y (2 mne(om)@olan, - an),

c€INC(x) “weINC(x)

o<m<e

)
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where we used Corollary 3.8 in the last identity and thus we obtained our desired equation.

O

5. LIMIT THEOREMS

Let A = ((a;)icz, (a)jeg) be a two faced family of noncommutative random variables in a
B-valued probability space (A,E). Let w: {1,--- ,n} — Z| |J and denote by x,, : {1,--- ,n} —
{F, B} the map such that x, (k) = B if and only if w(k) € J.

Definition 5.1. A two-faced family A = ((a;)icz, (aj)jes) in a B-valuede probability space

(A,E) is said to have a centered free-Boolean limit if, for all n # 2,

Kxwsin (aw(l)blv e 7aw(n—1)bn—17 aw(n)) =0,
forall w:{1,--- ,n} = Z||J and by,--- ,bp—1 € B.
The distribution defined by the the two faced family A is called an operator-valued free-Boolean

Gaussian distribution with covariance C' = (¢;;); jez| |7, Where C is defined by c, 1) w(2)(b) =
Kxw,12 (Qu(1), bag(y) for all w: {1,2} — Z| |J and b € B.

Proposition 5.2. Let A = ((a;)icz, (a;)jes) be a two faced family of noncommutative random
varialbes in a B-valued probability space (A,E). Let w: {1,2} — Z| |J. Then,

Fixwnty (Gu(1) Guw(2)) = E(ay)awe)) — E(ayq))E(aye))-

Theorem 5.3. Let {Am = ((am,i)iefa (am’j)jej)}oo X be a free-Boolean sequence of families
in a B-valued probability space (A,E) where B is a Banach space, such that
(1) E(ampi) =0forallmeNand ke Z||J.

(2) sup [|E(@mw1)b1 " Gmwm—1)0n-10mwm)l| £ Dw < oo foralln € N, w: {l,--- ,n} —
meN
I|_|j, and by, - ,bp—1 € B.

(3) ]\}im N1 > E(am,w(l)bam,w(g)) = Cw(1)7w(2)(b) € B, forall w: {1,2} - Z||J and
o 1<m<N
beB.

Let Sy = N—1/2 > ampgfor ke I|]J and Sy = ((SN,i)ieZ, (SNJ)]‘GJ). Denote by y¢
1<m<N

the free-Boolean limit distribution in Definition ***, with C' = (¢; ;); jer| 7. We have
sy (P) = 9e(P),
for all P € Clagxlk € Z| | T).

Proof. Since the joint distributions are determined by free-Boolean cumulants uniquely, it is
enough to show that

lim Bxwiin (SN,w(l)bla T 7SN,w(n—l)bn—17 SN,w(n)) = Bxwiin (Sw(l)bla T 7Sw(n—1)bn—17 Sw(n))7

N—o0
where the two faced family S = ((5;)iez, (S})jes) has a centered B-valued free-Boolean Gaussian
dsitribution with covariance matrix C, for allm € Nyw: {1,--- ;n} - Z||J,and by,--- ,b,—1 €
B.
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By the additivity property of free-Boolean cumulants, we have
Kxwiin (SN,w(l)bla T SN,w(n—l)bn—la SN,w(n))

1
:W Z Kxwiin (am,w(l)bla T 7am,w(n—l)bn—17 am,w(n)) :
1<m<N
Since the free-Boolean cumulant are universal polynomial of mixed moments, we deduce from
assumption (2) that

Su% | |/{Xw71n (am,w(l)bly B am,w(n—l)bn—l’ am,w(n))” < o0
me
and hence

J\}gnoo Kxwiin (SN,w(l)bh T 7SN,w(n—l)bn—17 SN,w(n)) =0
for n > 3.

As Ky, (@mw)) = E(amea)) = 0forallm € Nandw : {1} — T| | J, we have ry,, , (Snw)) =
0 for all N € Nand w: {1} — Z| |J. Finally, by assumption (3), and Proposition 5.2, we have

Fixwnty, (SN w(1)0s SN w(2))

1
:N Z HXwJQ (anvw(l)b’ an7w(2))

1<m<N
1
N D E(nw)bnw@) = Comwe ®),
1<m<N

as N — oo, for all w: {1,2} - 7| |J and b € B. This finishes the proof. O

6. MOMENT-CONDITIONS FOR FREE-BOOLEAN INDEPENDENCE

Let {(X;, /{’i,pi)}iez be B-B-bimodules with specified projectin, and {X, /f,p} be the reduced
free product with amalgamation over B. For each i € Z, denote A; r = \;(L(X;)) and A; g =
Bi(L(X:)) = PAi(L(X;))P;, where P is the projection onto the subspace B@® X;. We also denote
by A; the algebra generated by A; r U A; 5.

Given a family {C;, D;}icr of free-Boolean pair of B-faces in a B-valued probability space
(A,E), to study the mixed moments of the family, one can identify C; with \;(7;(C;)) and
identify D; with B;(;(D;)) following Definition In this way, we regard C; as a subalgebra of
A; 7 and D; as a subalgebra of A; g throughout this section.

Definition 6.1. Given a set S; C A; 7 UA; g and ay,--- ,a,, € S; their product A = ay---ap,
is called a simple product of elements from S;. It is called a Boolean product of elements from S;
if ap € S; N A; g for some 1 <k < m.

If A= aq---ap is a simple product, but not a Boolean product, then each a; € ;N A; 7. A
Boolean product of elements from A; 7 U A; 5 has a very simple form.

Proposition 6.2. Let A € A; (i € Z) be a Boolean product of elements from A; r UA; g. Then
A € A; g, in particular, A(X) C &;.
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Proof. Write A = ay -+ ay, where a, € A; r U A; g (1 <k <m). For an element a;, € A; 3, it
can be written as ay = P;a} P;, where a) € Ay 7 by definition. Hence A = Piby - - - by, Pj, where

by = a;c, if areAip
ag, if ap €A r

by Proposition The assertion follows. O

To state our result in general, from now on, we will let S; C A; r U A; g for each i € Z.
Typically, S; = C; U D; or S; = A; 7 U A, .

Lemma 6.3. Let Ay € A; and Ay € A; be two simple product of elements from S; and S;
respectively and ¢ # j. If A; is a Boolean product, then

A1Asolp = A1Ep(x)(A2).
Proof. Write As(1p) = EL:(X)(AQ) ® /012, where Ay € X] As A is a Boolean product, at least
one of the factor is from A; g, we thus can write A1 = ajbas, where as is a simple product of

elements from A; 7 and b € A; g. We can express as = \;(T'), where T' € Lp(&;).
Observe that
Ai(T)(Ag) = Vi(T ® L)) Vi Ag
Vi(T @ Iy;)(1p ® Ay)
VilEz(x,)(T) @ Ay +(T - Ezx)(T)) ® Ag]

Hence, )\i(T)/olg € 223' D (XZ ® X]) As b = P;bP;, where P; is the projection onto B & 221-, we
deduce that bfig = 0. We then have

A1 Aslp = (arbag) <E£(X)(A2) + /012>
= (a1baz)(Eg(x)(A2))
= A1(Eg(x)(A2)).
This finishes the proof. O

An application of the preceeding lemman and the bimodule property of expection E () implies

the following result.

Corollary 6.4. For 1 <i <m, let A4; € Ay be Boolean product of elements from Ay 7 U
Ak),s and k(1) # k(2) # -+ # k(m). Then, we have

Epy(Ar- Am) = Egx) (A1) - Epay (Anm).

Lemma 6.5. Let B € A; be a Boolean product of elements from S; C A; 7 UA; g, then B(X) C
X,

Proof. Observe that B can be written as B = ajbag, where b € A; 3 and a1, ag are simple products
of elements from A; r U A; g. Since b = P;bP;, where P; is the projection onto X; = B @ 2(0,’2-, we
deduce that bag(X) C X;. Hence the assertion follows. g
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Lemma 6.6. Let A; € Ay;(1 <4 < m) be simple products of elements from S; C Ay 7 U

Ag(i),8- If the following conditions hold:

(1) There exist 1 <l < la < m such that A;,, Aj,4+1,- -+, Aj, are not Boolean products.
(2) Aj—1 and A,y are Boolean products.
(

)
3) k(1) # ()7'é - # k(m).
(4) Egx)(A) = = Ega)(A) =0
Then, the product of operators Ay --- A,, = 0.
Proof. Since Aj,+1 is a Boolean product, it follows from Lemma that
Al2+1 s Am(X) CBo® ‘)ék(lz-i-l)-

As Epxy(Ay) =+ =Eg(x)(A,) = 0 and each A; (I3 < j <lp) is a simple product of elements

from Ay ;) 7, in this case, we then have
Al (Appg1 - Ap)(X) C)ék(lg) ® (B® )Ek(lzﬂ))
=Xt ® (Vi) © Xz

By induction, we then have

(All T Alz)(Alz-i-l te Am)(X)
(X)) @ ® Xity) @ (Xoqry) @ -+ ® Xity) ® Xt 1)) -

The operator A;,_; is a Boolean product. We may write A;, 1 = a1bag where ag is a simple

(6)

product of elements from Ay, 1) 7 and b € Ay, 1) - If follows that
az( Ay - Am)(X) Ty, 1) @ [()ék(ll) Q- ® ')ék(lg)) ©® ()Ek(zl) Q- ® )Ek(lz) ® ‘)ék(lg—i-l))]
= (X @ ® Xity) @ (Xty) @+ @ Xy © Xy )
@()ék(ll—n ® ')ék(ll) ®- - ® ‘)ék(lg)) D ()ék(ll—n ® )Ek(ll) ®- - ® )ék(lg) ® )Ek(lzﬂ))-
As b= Py,-1)0Pq, 1), where Py, _1) is the projection onto B ¢ i)k(ll—l)- We then have
bag(Ay -+ Am)(z) =0 forallz € X.
which implies that A; --- A,, = 0. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 6.7. When S; = A; r U A; g, note that A; g = P;A; 7P and Proposition 2.2 the
Boolean product Aj, 1 can be written as Ay, 1 = Py, —1)aPyq,—1), where a € Ay, 1) 7 fol-
lowing Proposition The proof for Proposition and the proof for Proposition can be
simplified.

Proposition 6.8. Let A; € Ak(i)(l < i < m) be simple products of elements from S; C
Api), 7 U Agi),- If the following conditions hold:

(1) There exist 1 <y <lp < m such that A;, Aj, 41, -+, 4;, are not Boolean products.
(2) Either I3 =1 or A;,—1 is a Boolean product.

(3) Either lo = m or A, is a Boolean product.

(4)

4) k(1) # k(2) # -+ # k(m).
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(5) Ecx)(An) = Egx) (A1) =+ = Eg(x) (A,) = 0.
Then, we have Ez(x)(A1--- Ap) = 0.

Proof. If 1 < Iy < ly < m, the asseration follows immediately from Lemma
If Is < m,l; =1, from the proof of Lemma [6.6] we see that
(Ar--- Am)lp =(Aj, - Ap) (A1 Am)lB
€( Xty @+ ® X)) © (X(iy) @+ © V(i) @ Xrgipn))-

Hence the asseration holds in this case as well.
If o = m, then the assumptions (4) and (5) imply that

(7) (A - Ap)1p € (X ® -+ © X))

We now have two cases: (i) If further I} = 1, it is clear that Ez(x)(A1--- Ap) = 0, thanks to
([@. (i) If iy > 1, then A;, 1 is a Boolean product. We may write A;, 1 = ajbay where as is a
simple product of elements from Ay, _1) 7 and b € Ay, _1) 5. If follows that

as(A -+ Am)lp €Xay—1) @ (Xigy) ® -+ @ Xty
%(‘)ék(ll) @ )ék(lg)) D ()ék(ll—l) @ )ék(ll) @ ‘)ék(lg))'
As b= Pq,-1)bPy, 1), where Py, _1) is the projection onto B & fk(ll_l). We have
bag(Ay, -+ Am)lp =0,
which implies that Ep (A1 - -+ Ay) = 0 as well. This finishes the proof. O

Proposition-Definition 6.9. Proposition [6.4] Lemma and Proposition provide us an
algorithm for computing mixed moments of free-Boolean independent pairs of random variables
and a canonical way to simplify an arbitrary element as follows. Denote by the algebra A
generated by (J;c7{Ci U D;}, where {Cj, D; }ic7 is a family of free-Boolean pair of B-faces in the
B-valued probability space (£(X),Ez(x)). That is, C; C A; 7, D; C A; s are subalgebras. Then

A:Span{Al---Am

each A; is a simple product of element from A, ),
and  w(l) # w(2) # -+ # w(m) '
Let X = Ay .-+ Ay, where each 4; is a simple product from A, ;) and w(1) # w(2) # - -+ # w(m).
Whenever some A (1 <k < m) is a simple product of element from A, 7, we replace it by
A = (A — E(Ap)1a) + E(Ag)14.

Set S; = C; UD; (i € Z). In viewing Lemma [6.6] Proposition and the fact that A; 7 is an
algebra, the operator A; --- A,, can be expressed as the sum of following types of products:

(1) Z(g) = bla, where b € B.

(2) Zy = F1 - Fy, where k € N, each F; € C;) C Ay, 7, E(F;) and w(l) # -+ # w(k).

(3) Z, = By - -+ By, where k € N, each

each B; is a Boolean product of elements from S,

and w(l) # - -+ # w(k).
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(4) Zyp = F1 -+ Fy, By -+ - By,, where ky, k2 € N, each F; € C,(35) C A, ;)7 such that E(F}) =
0 for 1 <@ < ky, each B; is a Boolean product of elements from Sw(k1+j) for 1 < j < ko,
and w(l) # -+ # w(ky + ka2).

(5) Zyy = B1+++ Bg, F1 -+ Fy,, where k1, ky € N, each F; € Cy3) C Ay, 7 such that E(F;) =
0 for 1 <4 < ko, each Bj is a Boolean product of elements from S, 45 for 1 < j <k,
and w(l) # -+ # w(ky + ka).

(6) Zfbf = F-- 'Flel cee Bk2Fk1+1 e 'Fk1+k37 where ki,ko,k3 € N, each F; € Cw(z) C
Ay, F for 1. <i < ky, each Fiy1j € Cypryqhots) C Awlhrhorj),F for 1 < j < ks such
that E(F;) = 0 for 1 < i < ky + k3, B; is a Boolean product of elements from S, )
for 1 <j<ky,and w(l) # -+ # w(ks + ko + k3).

Furthermore, E(Zy) = 0 by the definition of free independence, E(Zy;) = E(Zs) = E(Zpp) =0
by Proposition

Corollary 6.10. Given an operator Zj, and an operator Z s of the form in Definition-Proposition
691 (4) and (5) respectively, for any A, B € A, we have

E(Zs,A) = E(BZys) = 0.

Proof. By linearity, it is enough to consider the case when A is the product of simple products.
Let Zyy, = Fy -+ - Fy, By - - - By, by definition. The Boolean product By, is concatenated with some
factors in A to be a Boolean product. It then follows from Proposition that E(ZA) = 0.

The other case can be proved in the same way. O

Corollary 6.11. Given an operator Zs,; of the form in Definition-Proposition (6), for any
A, B e A, we have ]E(ZfbfA) = E(BZfbf) =0.

Proof. 1t is enough to consider the case when A and B are product of simple products. Noticing
Proposition and applying the simplification method described in Definition-Proposition [6.9]
it is easy to see that ZsrA can be written as the summation of element of the types (3) and
(5), whose expectations are zero. Hence E(Z s A) = 0. Similary, BZg,r can be written as the
summation of elemtns of the types (4) and (5). Hence E(BZg,r) = 0. O

Lemma 6.12. Let B; € A; and By € A; be two Boolean products and 7 # j. Then for any
A € A, we have
E(B1BsA) = E(B)E(Bo A).
Proof. Write BoA(1p) = E(B2A) + (B2Alp —E(B2A)) € B® XJ We can express the Boolean
product By as By = P;jaP; following Proposition [6.2] and therefore Bi(&X;) = 0, which shows
that
E(B1B2A) = E(B1(E(B24))) = E(B1)E(B2A).

0
The mixed moments E(A; --- A,) can be expressed as a universal polynomial of moments of

elements in individual algebras A;. Thus we have the following equivalent definition for free-

Boolean independence under Moments conditions.
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Proposition 6.13. Let {(C;, D;)}iez be a family of pairs of algebras in a B-valued probability
space (A, E). Set S; = C;UD;. The family {(C;, D;) }iez is free-Boolean independent if and only
if
(1) whenever By,--- , B, are operators such that:
e for each 1 < k < m, By is a simple product of elements from S, ), at least one of
them is from D)
e w(l)# - #w(m).
then
E(By -+ Bm) =E(B1) - E(Bn).
(2) whenever Ay,---, A, are operators such that:
e For each 1 <k <m, Ay is a product of elements from S, .
e There exist 1 <[ < Iy < m such that Ay is a product of elements from Cyyy for
all [} <k < ko.
e Either [ =1 or Aj,_ is a product of element from S,,;, 1), at least one of them is
in Dy, —1)-
e Either Iy = m or Ay 41 is a product of element from S, 1), at least one of them
18 in Dy, 41)-
o w(l)#---#w(m).
o B(A;,) =E(Aj 1) = =E(4,) =0.
Then, we have E(A4; --- 4,,) = 0.

7. POSITIVITY OF THE AMALGAMATED FREE-BOOLEAN PRODUCT

In this section, we deal with B-functionals with positivity property. For the notion of positivity,
we need a x-structure on our algebras. We assume the algebra B has a nice positivity structure,

i.e. we demand it to be a unital C*-algebra. For *-algebra A, no such restriction is required.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a unital x-algebra, element a € A is said to be positive if there exists
a b € A such that a = bb*. A B-linear functional E is said to be positive if E(a) is positive for
all positive element a € A. A B-linear functional E is said to be unital if E(14) = 15.

In the rest of this section, we always assume that A is a unital x—algebra and E is unital. Let
{(C;, D;) }ie7 ia a family of B-faces in a B-probability space (A, E) , which generates .A. Suppose
that the family {(C;, D;)}iez is free-Boolean independent with amalgamation over B and Cj, D;
are *-subalgebras of A for all ¢ € Z. For each i, let A; be the unital *-algebras generated by
C;, D;. Let E; be the restriction of E to A;. Then (A;,E;) is a B-valued probability space. We
assume that F; is unital and positive and unital for all 4.

For convenience, we also introduce the following definition. Then, results in Proposition-
Definition hold in this abstract framework.

Definition 7.2. Given a set S; C C; U D; and aq,--- ,a,, € 5; their product A = a1 ---a,, is
called a simple product of elements from S;. It is called a Boolean product of elements from S; if
ay € S; N D; for some 1 < k < m.
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Recall that in the Section(moments-condition), the algebra A is the linear span of simple
products of type Zy, Zy, Zy, Zys, Zys and Zypyp, as shown in Proposition-Definition Given
Z € A, then Z can be written as

Z=2Z0+> 2+ 3 2+ Yz Zz” szsz
i io is
We will show that E[ZZ*] is positive.
Remark 7.3. (Zéj?))* is a Zp, type element and (Z](fg‘))* is a Zyy type element.
We first note that, by Corollary and Corollary [6.1T] we have that
B[27'] = B[, 7]),
where Z; = Z0+ZZ“ —FZZ22 +ZZb

To simplify the notatlon We 1ntr0duce the following notations:

e For operator of the form Z, = Bj --- By, where k € N, each B; is a Boolean product of
elemnts from S,;) and w(1) # - -+ # w(k). Set

U(Zy) =E(By---Bk_1)Bg, when k>2
U*(Z,) = B1E(By---By1), when k> 2

and U(Z,) = U*(Zy) = Zp when k = 1.

e For operators of the form Zyy = By -+ By, Fi - - - F,, where k1, ky € N, each F; € C,,;) C
A, such that E(F;) = 0 for 1 <4 < kg, each Bj is a Boolean product of elements
from Sy, 45y for 1 < j < kg, and w(l) # -+ # w(ky + k2). Set

\I’(be) = E(Bl s Bkl—l)(Blel te sz), when k’l > 2,

and ¥(Zyy) = Zyy = By (F1 . --sz) when k1 = 1.

e For operator of the form Zy, = Fy - Fy, By - - By,, where k1, k2 € N, each F; € C,,;) C
Ag(i),F such that E(F;) =0 for 1 <i < kq, each Bj is a Boolean product of elemnts from
Se(hr+j) for 1 < j < ko, and w(l) # - -+ # w(ky + k2). Set

\P*(Zfb) = (Fl . -Flel)E(Bg s 'Bk2), when kg > 2,

and \I’*(Zfb) = Zfb when kg = 1.
Note that Zj is of the same type as Zy, following Proposition-Defintion (4),(5). It is easy
to check that the following relation holds:

U(Zps)" = O (Zpy).

Lemma 7.4. Let Zyy = By -+ By, Iy - -+ F,, where each F; € A, ;) 7 such that E(F;) = 0 for
1 < i < kg, each Bj is a Boolean product from Ay, ;) for 1 § Jj < ki, and w(l) # --- #
w(ki + ko). Then, E[Zy;Z'] = E[¥(Zyr)Z'] for all simple products Z'.

Proof. Tt follows by applying Lemma inductively. d
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Lemma 7.5. Let Zg, = Fy -+ Fy, By - By,, where each F; € A, 7 such that E(F;) = 0 for
1 <4<k, ki >0, kg > 1 each Bj is a Boolean product from Aw(klﬂ) for k1 < j < k1 + k2, and
w(1l) < w(ky + k2). Then, E[Z'Zs)| = E[Z'VU*(Zyy)] for all simple products Z'.

Proof. 1t follows by applying Lemma inductively. O

Lemma 7.6. E[Z1Z]] = E[Z2Z}], where Zy = Zy + ZZ ) 4 \I’(ZZ )y ZZ(23 ).

i1 12

Proof. Appy Lemma [74] and Lemma [(.5] we have
E[ZlZﬂ
(Go+ S 2+ S 40+ S APz + £ 20 + S 27+ S 47y
1

(Zo+EZ(“ +EZ(”+ZZ“3)(Z;;+22“ +zzl2 +zzb ™)
(Zo+EZ(“ +\IJ(ZZ(’2 +zzb >))(zg+zz<“ (ZZ” +zz<l3 D]
(Zo+ZZ(“ +\IJ(ZZ(’2 +ZZ’3 ))(ZO+ZZ(“ +x11*(zz’2 +zz’3 D]
(

Zo+ 22(21 + \IJ(E Z(zz + E Zb )) (ZO + ZZ](”“ (\Ij*(z ZISZQ + Zbe ))*):|
~ E2,23)

Il
ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ

O

Notice that \IJ(Z(”)) is a simple Boolean product and \IJ(ZIE;)) can be written as BZBZ](CZ?)
where ZJ(C,S) is the type (3) of product in Proposition-Definition [6.91 According to the length of
the word appearing in the expression of Z defined in Lemma [0, we can then rewrite Zs as

n  mg

Zo = bl 4 + Z Z Ak 10k, 2" " O ks
k=1r=1

where ak,;p € Dy, (p) (the right face) for p > 2, and aj 1 € kam(P) (either left face or right
face), E(ak,rp) =0 and wy, : {1, - ,k} = Z such that wy (1) # -+ # wi (k).

We now have the following result.

Lemma 7.7. Let a1 € A, (1), a; € Ay, ()7 for i = 2,...,n such that E(a;) = E(a;) = 0 and
wy:{l,---,n} =T, wi(1l) # -+ #wi(n). Let a; € sz(l aj € Ay, F for i = 2,...,m such
that wy : {1,--- ,m} = Z, wa(l) # - - - # wi(m). We then have

E[a1a2 s an_lanﬁm'dm_l s 61] = 6n,mE[a1a2 s E[an_lE[anﬁm]Em_l] s 51]
Proof. When n =0 or m = 0, there is nothing to prove. It is sufficient to prove that
IE[(11(12 s an—lanamam—l s al] = 5n,mE[a1a2 cee an—lE[anam]am—l s al]

Notice that if wi(n) # wa(m), then by Proposition [6.8 and the definition of freeness, then, by

Proposition 6.8, we have

Elajag -+ - ap—1anamam—1 - - - a1] = E[anam,] = 0.
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On the other hand, if wi(n) = wa2(m), notice that andm — Elananm] € Ay, ), w1(n) # wi(n —1)
and wi(n) # we(m — 1), then we have
E[alag s an_l(anﬁm — E[an'dm])ﬁm_l . 51] = O,

which is the desired equation. O

Therefore, we have the following equation.

n my my *
E[Z2Z5] = bb* + ZE [(Z Al r 1 Okeyr2 " " ak,r’,k) (Z Ay’ 1Qk 2 ak,r’,k) ] -
r=1 r'=1

k=1

Moreover, Lemma [7.7] implies that the term E[(ak,nlak,rﬁ Qg ) (A 1A 2 Gy )] 1S
not vanishing only if wy, = wy,. Let ~ be the equivalence relation on {1,---,my} such that
li ~ Iy if and only if wi i,k = Wk iy k. Let {Vi,---,Vs} be the family of equivalence classes of
{1,--- ,my}. Then

mg my *
E [(E ak,r,lak,r,2"'ak,r',k> <Z Aot 10k ! 2 “ak,r’,k> ]

r=1 r’'=1

*
D Ak 1Qkr2 Gyt o Y Ak 1Gky 2 Gy
rev, r’'eV;

To show that E[Z2Z;] is positive, we just need to show that

= E

*

E Z A r10k,r2 " Ak k Z Ak ' 10k 5 2 Ok 1/ K >0
reV; r’'eV;
for all k.
This is exactly the circumstance in the proof of [16, Proposition 3.5.6]. Therefore, we have
reduced the positivity question of E[ZZ*] to a known result in free probability context. Since Z

is arbitrary, we thus have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.8. Let {(Cy, D;) }iez be a family of B-faces in a B-probability space (A, E) , which
generates A. We assume that C;, D; are x-subalgebras of A for all A. For each i, let A; be the
x-algebras generated by Cj;, D;. We assume that the restriction of E to A; is positive. If the

family {(C;, D;)}iez is free-Boolean independent with amalgamation over B, then E is positive.
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